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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. Claim 1 recites the limitation "converted by said blinking light decoder" in line 16. A 
similar limitation also occurs in claims 6, 17, and 18. The prior claim language recites 
"decoding" not "converting". Please clarify. 

Since claims (2-5, 21), (7-11, 22), (24), and (19-20, and 25) directly or indirectly depend 
on claims 1, 6, 17, and 18 respectively, they are also rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, for the same reason set forth above for claims 1, 6, 17, and 18. 

Claim 7 recites the limitation "explanation information" in lines 2-3. What does this 
parameter mean? Please clarify. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-14 and 17-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ihara, et al. (6,389,182) in view of Theimer, et al. (5,793,630). 
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With regard to claim 1, Ihara, et al. (hereinafter "Ihara") discloses an input device 
configured to input video information (See for example item 23, in Fig. 9); a memory device, 
i.e., 2D code database, configured to store identification information, i.e., ID numbers of 2D 
codes, names of executable files, memo information, etc, corresponding to a (blinking) pattern, 
i.e., 2D code, of the (blinking light source) (See for example, item 56D, in Fig. 10); (a blinking 
light) decoder configured to decode the (blinking) pattern of the (light source blinking) in the 
video information input by said input device into corresponding identification information on the 
basis of the identification information stored in said memory device, and an output device, i.e., 
displaying device, configured to output together with the input video the identification 
information converted by (said blinking light) decoder (col. 8, lines 43-56; col. 8, line 63 through 
col. 9, line 46; and col. 11, lines 24-47; and col. 15, lines; and Figs. 16 and 19). Ihara does not 
explicitly call for a blinking pattern of a blinking light source. However, Theimer, et al. 
discloses a blinking pattern, i.e., blinking or flashing infrared and/or visible light pattern, a 
blinking light source, i.e., infrared and/or visible light source (See for example, col. 5, line 59 
through col. 6, line 14). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art to incorporate the teaching as taught by Theimer, et al. into the system of Ihara, if for no 
other reason than to utilize a blinking light pattern instead of the 2d code pattern as an alternative 
pattern, and thereby allowing the generation and transmitting of the video information, such as 
electronic devices or other data, along with the identification information using infrared blinking 
light pattern/s (See for example, col. 2, lines 19-56; and col. 7, lines 41-56). 

With regard to claim 2, an apparatus according to claim 1, wherein said blinking light 
decoder includes a recognizing device configured to recognize blinking of said light source by 
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summing luminance values of all pixels included in the video information and detecting a change 
in sum over several frames (broadly reads on col. 2, lines 40-51 of Theimer, et al). 

With regard to claim 3, an apparatus according to claim 1, wherein said output device 
multiplexes the identification information and the video information while associating the 
identification information with the video information, and outputs the multiplexed video (See for 
example, Fig. 19 of Ihara). 

With regard to claim 4, an apparatus according to claim 3, wherein said output device 
includes a converter configured to convert identification information into a sound, and a 
multiplexer configured to multiplex the sound and video (See for example, col. 10, line 66 
through col. 11, line 5 of Ihara). 

With regard to claim 5, an apparatus according to claim 1, wherein said output device 
represents the identification information with a character string indicating an information access 
point on the Internet (See for example, col. 7, lines 23-27 of Ihara). 

Claim 6 is rejected the same as claim 1. Thus, argument analogous to that presented 
above for claim 1 is equally applicable to claim 6. Claim 6 distinguishes from claim 1 only in 
that it recites a location, i.e., position/coordinate in Ihara, detector configured to detect a location 
of the blinking light source in the video information, and an output device configured to output 
together with the input video the identification information converted by said blinking light 
decoder and the location of the blinking light source detected by said location detector. 
However, Ihara further (col. 10, lines 49-65; and col. 11, lines 6-18 of Ihara) teaches this feature. 
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With regard to claim 7, an apparatus according to claim 6, wherein when the blinking 
pattern includes explanation information, i.e., 2d code information, said output device includes at 
least one of a display device configured to display the explanation information and an audio 
device configured to output the explanation information by a sound (col. 10, line 57 through col. 
11, line 5 of Ihara). 

Claims 8, 9, 10, and 1 1 are rejected the same as claims 2, 3, 4 and 5 respectively. Thus, 
arguments similar to those presented above for claims 2, 3, 4, and 5 are equally applicable to 
claims 8, 9, 10, and 11. 

Claim 12 is rejected the same as claim 1. Thus, argument analogous to that presented 
above for claim 1 is equally applicable to claim 12. Claim 12 distinguishes from claim 1 only in 
that it recites a video-processing device configured to selectively process the input video in 
accordance with the identification information converted by said blinking light decoder. 
However, Ihara (See for example, the content of item 56D, in Fig. 10; and the four menu 
selection, in Fig. 17) teaches this feature. 

With regard to claim 13, an apparatus according to claim 12, wherein said processing 
device masks a video portion specified by the identification information (See for example, Fig. 
19 of Ihara). 

With regard to claim 14, an apparatus according to claim 13, wherein when the 
identification information requests no capturing, said processing device smudges the specified 
video portion (broadly reads on item 120, in Figs. 16 and 18 of Ihara). 
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Claim 17 is rejected the same as claim 1. Thus, argument analogous to that presented 
above for claim 1 is equally applicable to claim 17. Claim 17 distinguishes from claim 1 only in 
that it recites a message output device configured to output a preset message, i.e., search in 
progress, memo, acquired, etc, in accordance with the identification information converted by 
said blinking light decoder. Diara further (See for example, Fig. 21; and Fig. Fig. 30) teaches this 
feature. 

Claim 18 is rejected the same as claim 6. Thus, argument analogous to that presented 
above for claim 6 is equally applicable to claim 18. Claim 18 distinguishes from claim 1 only in 
that it recites a subject memory device, i.e., item 56, in Fig. 9, configured to store identification 
information representing a subject, i.e., face, portable telephone, etc, to be detected, and a subject 
detection device configured to detect a location of the subject having the identification 
information that is converted by said blinking light decoder and stored in said subject memory 
device, on the basis of the location of the blinking light source detected by said location detector. 
Ihara further (See for example, col. 10, lines 57-65) teaches this feature. 

With regard to claim 19, an apparatus according to claim 18, wherein said subject 
detection device detects a plurality of subjects, i.e., face, telephone, etc, on the basis of a 
plurality of pieces of identification information, i.e., 2D code ED, file name, memo information, 
etc, corresponding to a plurality of blinking light sources (See for example, Fig. 10, 16, and 30 of 
Ihara). 

With regard to claim 20, an apparatus according to claim 19, wherein said subject 
detection device includes an output device configured to output a warning (this feature is 
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considered inherent within the indication "search in progress" shown at the bottom of the display 
shown in Fig. 21) when all the subjects corresponding to the plurality of pieces of identification 
information in the video information cannot be detected (it is obvious if not inherent that the 
search in progress such as the one shown in Fig. 21 of Diara does alarm the user the acquired or 
detected video information by showing an "ACQUIRED" signal at the bottom of Fig. 22, and 
obviously the system does have the capability of showing "not found or no acquired" in the event 
the search does not detect the video information). 

With regard to claim 21, a transmitter used in said video information processing 
apparatus defined in claim 1, comprising: a blinking pattern memory device configured to store a 
blinking pattern representing identification information of a subject, and a blinking light source 
configured to blink and emit light in accordance with the blinking pattern stored in said blinking 
pattern memory device (See for example, col. 2, lines 20-56 of Theimer, et al). 

Claims 22-25 are rejected the same as claim 21. Thus, argument similar to that presented 
above for claim 21 is equally applicable to claims 22-25. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 15 and 16 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. The closest prior art to Diara, et al. does not teach or fairly 
suggest wherein said blinking light decoder includes means for dividing a video in a number of 
video elements arranged in a matrix pattern, means for calculating a motion vector at each of the 
video elements and means for determining as a region to be processed a portion having a motion 
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vector different from a background; and wherein said blinking light decoder includes a detector 
configured to detect as a region to be processed a portion where a hue histogram greatly changes 
in a video region expanded from a portion of the blinking light source. It is for this reason in 
combination with other elements of the claims that claims 15 and 16 would be allowable if 
rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. US Patent Number 5,036,385 and 5,61 1,038. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANIEL G MARIAM whose telephone number is 703-305- 
4010. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (7:00-4:30) FIRST FRIDAY OFF. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, LEO BOUDREAU can be reached on 703-305-4607. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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